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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO

STATE OF IDAHO,
Plaintiff-Respondent,
V.

MATTHEW L. KEITH,
Defendant-Appellant.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

NO. 47103-2019
ADA COUNTY NO. CR0l-18-38489

APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature of the Case
Matthew L. Keith pied guilty to trafficking in methamphetamine and the district court
sentenced him to twenty years, with three years fixed.

On appeal Mr. Keith argues that his

sentence is excessive, representing an abuse of the district court's discretion.

Statement of the Facts and Course of Proceedings
On August 8, 2018, officers responded to a call for a welfare check on Mr. Keith, who
was sitting unconscious behind the wheel of his parked car.
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(PSI, p.229.)

The officers

ultimately arrested Mr. Keith and found him with a baggy of methamphetamine, and also
discovered marijuana, a drug pipe, and an improvised explosive device. (PSI, p.3.)
Shortly after his arrest, Mr. Keith was evaluated and diagnosed with major depressive
disorder, a condition not previously addressed; he was determined to be mentally incapable of
assisting in his defense was and sent to the hospital for evaluation and treatment. (R., p.53;
Sealed Exhibits, pp.3-8.) At the hospital, Mr. Keith responded well to treatment and his mental
health significantly improved and he was released. (R., p.61; Sealed Exhibits pp.9-12.)
Later, pursuant to an agreement with the State, Mr. Keith pied guilty to the trafficking
charge; in exchange the State agreed to dismiss the remaining counts, dismiss the charges in an
earlier drug case filed in Canyon County, and to not seek an enhanced sentence under the
persistent violator statute. (R., pp.70, 83; 11/28/18 Tr., p.10, L.16 - p.11.) The agreement did
not provide for sentencing recommendations, other than the State's promise not to seek a greater
fine than required by the statute. (11/28/18 Tr., p.10, Ls.20-24.)
At the sentencing hearing, the State recommended that the district court impose a fifteenyear sentence, with four years fixed.

(4/25/18 Tr., p.7, Ls.15-19.)

Mr. Keith asked for a

sentence of ten years, with three years fixed. (4/25/18 Tr., p.12, Ls.11-14.) The district court
decided to sentence Mr. Keith to twenty years, with three years fixed. (4/25/18 Tr., p.17, Ls.611; R., p.83.) Mr. Keith filed a timely Notice of Appeal. (R., p.102.)

ISSUE
Did the district court abuse its discretion by sentencing Mr. Keith to an excessive term of twenty
years, with three years fixed, for trafficking in methamphetamine?
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ARGUMENT
The District Court Abused Its Discretion By Sentencing Mr. Keith To An Excessive Term Of
Twenty Years, With Three Years Fixed, For Trafficking In Methamphetamine

A.

Introduction
Mr. Keith's twenty-year sentence, with three year's fixed, is excessive, representing an

abuse of the district court's sentencing discretion. 1 His sentence should be reduced, or else
vacated and remanded to have the district court impose a less severe sentence.
B.

Legal Standards
The appellate court reviews the district court's sentencing decisions for an abuse of

discretion. State v. Miller, 151 Idaho 826, 834 (2011 ). The relevant inquiry is: whether the trial
court correctly perceived the issue as one of discretion; whether the trial court acted within the
boundaries of its discretion and also consistently with the legal standards applicable; and whether
the trial court reached its decision by an exercise of reason. Id.
The appellate court reviews the length of a defendant's sentence under the above abuse of
discretion standard, and in so doing, reviews the "entire sentence." State v. Oliver, 144 Idaho
722, 724 (2007).

A sentence is excessive, representing an abuse of discretion, if it is

unreasonable "under any reasonable view of the facts." State v. Strand, 137 Idaho 457, 460
(2002); State v. Toohill, 103 Idaho 565, 568 (Ct. App. 1982). A sentence is reasonable if it
appears necessary to accomplish the primary objective of protecting society and to achieve any
or all of the related goals of deterrence, rehabilitation, or retribution. State v. Lundquist, 134
Idaho 831, 836 (2000). Where a defendant challenges his sentence as excessively harsh, the
1

Mr. Keith does not challenge the determinate portion of his sentence, as he expressly requested
a three-year fixed term, which is the minimum fixed sentence for the offense to which he pled
guilty. LC.§ 37-2732B(b)(A). (R., pp.70, 83; 4/25/18 Tr., p.12, Ls.11-14.)
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appellate court will conduct an independent review of the record, giving consideration to the
nature of the offense, the character of the offender, and the protection of the public interest.
Miller, 151 Idaho at 834.

C.

Mr. Keith's Twenty-Year Sentence, With Three Years Fixed, Is Unreasonable Under The
Circumstances Of His Case
At the time of his sentencing, Mr. Keith was

(PSI, p.1.)

He had

previously served four years of active duty in the United States Navy, including multiple
deployments, and had received an honorable discharge. (PSI, p.190.) He had employable skills
and had worked hanging sheet rock, welding, and operating heavy machinery, up until the time
of a recent injury. (PSI, p.19.) Mr. Keith comes from a stable family and he enjoys strong
support from his parents. (PSI, p.19.) He also has three young daughters who help motivate him
to make changes that will allow him to be a better father. (PSI, p.21.)
Over the years, however, Mr. Keith has also struggled to maintain sobriety and avoid
entanglements with law. (See PSI, pp.10-16.) He began using marijuana in his early teens,
started drinking in the military, then began using illegal narcotics in his later twenties and
thirties. (PSI, p.22.) He has undergone drug treatment a few times, at the Port of Hope, and
more recently, through the Veterans' program in 2015, but he kept falling in with the wrong
crowd and relapsing. (See PSI, p.19.)
Mr. Keith has also struggled with major depression for a long time, but until this case, his
disorder remained largely unaddressed. (Sealed Exhibits, p.3.) Fortunately, his recent diagnosis
and medications provide hope for Mr. Keith to gain control over his life and enjoy long-term
success. (Sealed Exhibits, pp.9-12.) Mr. Keith wants to obtain more schooling so he can start a
successful small business, and he wants to be a good example to his children. (4/25/18 Tr., p.13,
Ls.12-19.)

Mr. Keith understand that none of the above, including his mental health disorder,
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excuses his conduct. He argues, however, that in light of those circumstances, his twenty-year
sentence, with three years fixed, is unreasonable, representing an abuse of the district court's
discretion.
CONCLUSION
Mr. Keith respectfully requests that this Court reduce his sentence to ten years, with three
fixed. Alternatively, he asks that this Court to vacate his sentence and remand his case to the
district court with instructions that it impose a less harsh, more reasonable sentence.
DATED this 23 th day of October, 2019.

/ s/ Kimberly A. Coster
KIMBERLY A. COSTER
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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